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Nevertheless, monarchs and their advisers have even in
modern times occasionally had a great share in aggravating
national tensions and the making of wars. No careful student
of the diplomatic documents relating to the last Great War can
deny that the Emperor William II is burdened with the over-
whelming responsibility for the deep antagonism between the
Germans and other nations, and the great conflagration. He
was, of course, not the only guilty man in Germany, and one
can dispute that he really wanted a war. Yet his role in making
it unavoidable was decisive. The deeper causes of his policy
must be sought in his excessive vanity, and neuropathic disposi-
tion, in the sway of nationalist and militarist ideas over his mind,
and in his wish to check the rapid progress of the democratic
spirit in Germany by a dazzling policy of expansion and military
glory. It is interesting to compare this attitude of the Kaiser
with that of his cousin Tsar Nicholas II who was also afraid of
the growth of the democratic forces in his Empire. Nicholas
was much less intelligent than William ; yet he realized that
a war might greatly strengthen the revolutionary movement and
he did his best to avoid it. Events showed that he had had
a clearer vision of the consequences of war than the Kaiser.
The view that the progress of violent nationalism was due
to certain much praised achievements of our civilization contains
some truth which, however, must not be exaggerated. There
is hardly any cultural achievement which has not been misused
for war or other sinister purposes. Yet there is no alternative.
We can only state that the danger exists and try to avoid it,
but nobody in his senses would suggest we should destroy all
chemical factories because they might be misused for making
poison gas.
2. THE INFLUENCE OF CAPITALISM.   WAR AND CAPITALISM
The view is very popular to-day that aggressive nationalism
is nothing else but an ideological screen for the selfish interests
of capitalists. It is capitalism, according to this view, which
necessarily leads to wars, and since nobody would fight merely
for increasing the profits of Big Business the money-magnates
must employ slogans that appeal to the masses such as national
security, national interests, or national honour. This theory is
not only preached by Communists and Socialists, it has also
found acceptance in wide circles of the middle class who are
not outspoken Socialists, especially among intellectuals * and